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The Crisis Deepens 


OT since the dark days of last June, immediately 
after the collapse of France, has the cause of 
the democratic world appeared so critical as at this 
moment. A sequence of events through the past 
nine months—the disintegration of Italy, unforeseen 
British successes in Africa, Greece’s brave resistance, 
the stiffening of Turkey, Yugoslavia’s heroic defi- 
ance, and above all, the growing resolution of the 
United States to furnish all material aid necessary 
for victory—all these had gradually restored hope 
and confidence to the democratic peoples. 
Then, almost overnight, the outlook altered radi- 
cally. In less than a month, the brilliant but hard- 
won British gains in Libya were more than lost. 


| Yugoslavia’s resistance has collapsed under over- 


whelming force. The Turks continue poised in ap- 


' parent indecision. But the success of German arms 
in the Balkans may well have increased their caution 
| so that their acquiescence in further German advances 
_ must be regarded as a possibility. To these unfavor- 
- able military developments the Japanese-Soviet pact 


must now be added, though its meaning remains 
somewhat ambiguous. 


The hour is dark. It is by no means desperate. 


| There is no ground for counsels of despair, especially 


if they are meant to encourage the spirit of defeatism 
and inaction. It is, however, a time when all those 
who are committed to the defense of the democratic 
cause, must analyze the situation clearly so that they 
will be able to resist the temptation to defeatism 
today, as they were called upon to resist the tempta- 
tion to complacency yesterday. Three essential facts 
in the international situation must be recognized. 

In the first place, it must be understood that 
nothing has occurred thus far which was not fully an- 
ticipated by the leaders of the democratic cause. As 
early as late February, it was known that they had 
braced themselves for eventualities which, while they 
might not materialize and would certainly not be 
accepted without spirited resistance, would bring no 
surprise and no fatal discouragement to the larger 
Allied plans. It was anticipated that Libya might be 
retaken by the combined forces of Germany and 


Italy, though their advance may have been more 
rapid than was expected. It was hardly believed pos- 
sible that Greece could be successfully defended. In- 
deed, Yugoslavia’s unexpected resistance, despite its 
sanguine toll and apparently limited power, has 
retarded the predicted time-table. What Hitler is 
now taking in the Balkans at the price of blood and 
vital materials, he had been expected to achieve 
without cost. It was certain that Hitler would un- 
leash his most violent assault through the Near East 
toward Suez and Irak. Months ago, Churchill 
warned the world that Hitler might stand at the 
gates of India. In fact, not all the ominous possibili- 
ties in the preview of 1941 have yet become realities. 
With the breakup of snow in the Pyrenees, Germany 
may move through Spain against Gibraltar, thus clos- 
ing the western approaches to the Mediterranean from 
the air. In similar fashion, though Suez may not be 
taken, it may easily be rendered unusable by air 
attack. Japan’s fulfillment of her appointed tasks 
toward Singapore and the Dutch East Indies still 
remains a matter of uncertainty. Any or all of these 
expected features of the Nazis’ desperate effort to 
bring the war to a victorious conclusion this summer 
may yet add further shadows to today’s gloom. Not 
improbably, the ninety days immediately ahead may 
prove the darkest in the lifetime of any of us. The 
first responsibility of all defenders of Democracy 
is to steel themselves for whatever these next months 
may bring. 

The second point is to understand clearly that 
one thing alone matters vitally for the ultimate mili- 
tary outcome. So long as the British Isles stand 
unsubdued, Hitler cannot win his coveted victory. 
On the continued resistance of that island and its 
45,000,000 beleaguered but undaunted defenders, the 
issue of the conflict will be decided. 

Third, whether Britain stands or falls depends on 
whether she can continue to breathe through her 
“northern lung,” that is, whether the life-line from 
North America to her free ports is kept open and 
pulsing with a steady flow of the essentials for her 
existence, including food. This is the crux of the 





strategic problem of the war. To the single essential 
task of keeping that life-line open, every other con- 
sideration must be bent, and all needful measures 
should be taken promptly and resolutely. 

This situation places the decisive issue of the 
immediate future squarely up to the United States. 
Whether the recent severe shipping losses will be 
overtaken, whether the life-line will be maintained 
depends on whether this country is willing to use 
whatever means may be necessary. Clearly, recent 
measures such as the transfer of additional cutters or 
destroyers to the British navy, the opening of the 
Red Sea to American ships and the proposal to de- 
liver American goods at Halifax are expedients which 
do not touch the real problem. The only adequate 
means envisaged is American naval escorts for ship- 
ping convoys. 

It is true that new risks of war are involved in this 
necessary next step. But it cannot be reiterated too 
often that Hitler will not declare war against the 
United States, whatever the provocation, unless his 
larger plans require it, and that he would do so 
instantly without provocation if it suited him. And it 
should be clear that nothing in the conflict now 
points to a possible call for an American expedition- 
ary force, whatever claims might be made upon our 
help on the sea and in the air. We do not suggest 
that involvement even to that extent is either inevi- 
table or desirable. We are certain that help beyond 
present aid must be given. We are equally certain 
that, whatever the risk or cost, it is preferable to 
democracy’s defeat. There is increasing evidence 
that the American people sense the fatefulness of this 
struggle and that the common man is frequently in 
advance of the leaders in understanding the necessi- 
ties of the situation. The next three months may well 
be the turning point of world history and the degree 
and speed of our help may decide the issue. 


“Whether We Live or Die” 


The demonstration of the college anti-war groups 
on April 23rd used as its symbol this year the army 
identification tags, of which Senator Wheeler made 
so much some months ago when he labeled them 
“death tags.” The boys thought it was a good idea 
to use the tags in order to declare that they wanted 
“death to war” and not death to men. 

What is disturbing about this symbolism is that 
the college youths proclaimed thereby that of the 
two primary motives for their pacifism, summarized 
in the words, ““We do not want to kill’ and ““We do 
not want to die,” the latter and more ignoble one 
seems to have gained the ascendancy. There is a 


great deal of Scriptural authority for the perfection- 
ism represented in the slogan: “We do not want to 
kill.” But there is none for the slogan: “We do 
not want to die.” It is perfectly true, of course, that 
few people find it easy to die. But there is certainly 
nothing in the Christian religion which makes the 
preservation of physical life an end in itself. Some 
of our modern idealists show little appreciation of the 
profundity of the Pauline words: “Whether we live, 
we live unto the Lord, whether we die we die unto 
the Lord, whether we live therefore or die we are 
the Lord’s.” 


On a Certain Christian Defeatism 


“The world is headed for ruin. There is nothing 
we can do about it. We turn it over to God”—and, 
so reasoning, men have taken refuge (and some do 
today) in dreams of God’s coming with his legions 
of angels to set up his Kingdom among us. The 
defeatism of the dreamer lies not in the appeal to 
God, for God is the beginning and end of the Chris- 
tian faith. It is in the phrase “There is nothing we 
can do about it”; for God always works through 
men. 

Few intelligent Christians today dream in terms 
of the Book of Revelation. The modern Chris- 
tian defeatism is a more subtle thing ; but it is there— 
a hopelessness in the face of war, a surrender before 
the battle is fought. Here are words picked at ran- 
dom: “No good ever came or ever can come out of 
war.” “If we go to war our democracy is lost; our 
liberties vanish overnight.” “We do not believe a 
victor’s peace will be a just peace or even an ap- 
proximation to a just peace.” “Christianity will not 
be saved by war. On the contrary it will be en- 
dangered as it has never been before.” “Only ruin 
ahead for us and for the world if America becomes a 
belligerent.” 

Our comment on such judgments does not concern 


their insistence upon th’ dangers which every Chris- | 


tian ought to see; nor that they are somewhat inac- 
curate or a bit over-confident in their prophesying. 
Good has sometimes come out of war. The present 
world situation has not endangered Christianity but 
brought it clearer understanding of its own meaning 


and responsibility. Men have built nobly upon ruins. 
No! 


of life. It knows the depths of human degradation; 
and the long hard road to the City of God. But also 
it sees men in the strength of God rising to the need 
and the struggle, confident, victorious in spirit. 
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Our comment is that these all represent a | 
subtly defeatist attitude and the Christian faith can- | 
not be defeatist. It sees men’s sin and the tragedies | 
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Coordinating War and Peace Efforts 


HANS SIMONS 


OT only arm chair strategists but experts too 
are rightly worried if they discuss the world 
outlook from a military viewpoint. We have to keep 
this dark outlook constantly before our eyes! We 
have to remember first and foremost that the Reichs- 
wehr, the army of the German republic, made Hitler 
long before Hitler made the Wehrmacht, the army 
of the Third Reich. Any hope that this army will do 
better if it takes over is wishful thinking. Its gen- 
eral staff has planned and prepared this war against 
the hopes and wishes and prayers of the vast majority 
of the German people. It will stick to its gains if it 
wins, or if it loses it will immediately start to regain 
them, joining with any groups or persons who are 
willing to help in that effort. The army is today the 
most important link between Hitler and the German 
people. For the army now is Hitler, and Germany 
is the army. If this link is destroyed, Hitler is lost 
and the people will leave him. If it is maintained, 
his personal disappearance may change methods but 
not purposes. I submit that in stating this—and I 
am doing it most emphatically—I am simply express- 
ing how problematical our discussion is bound to be 
while the war is raging and the better military pros- 
pects are still with Germany. But there are more 
forces at work than military ones, even in Germany, 
and they may still regain a control which they have 
lost to totalitarianism during the last decade. For 
even today the victory of National Socialism is more 
technical than spiritual. Only in its mastery of the 
technical part of our civilization does the tyrannical 
leadership represent any achievement, and only minds 
unduly impressed by mechanical efficiency can mis- 
take a steamroller for the wave of the future. 

For basically the totalitarian attack is not at all 
revolutionary, as its spokesmen would like us to 
believe, and as people do believe who are not particu- 
larly fond of revolution closer home—but counter- 
revolutionary. In Germany especially it is counter- 
revolution against the social republic. Only because 
the Nazi assault hit some stagnant elements in the 
democratic order could it be given the semblance of a 
revolutionary movement. National Socialism attacked 
first and foremost social democracy and _ political 
catholicism, not the Junkers, the reactionary civil 
service nor big business and finance. It is further- 
more a counter-revolution against the beginnings of 
international democracy as represented in the League 
of Nations. Again only in so far as it aims at a status 
quo which did not yield in time to peaceful change, 
may it appear to be “progressive.” Germany’s first 
move in the international field after Hitler came into 


power was to leave the League of Nations and to 
make an agreement with Pilsudski’s Poland—and her 
latest before the war was to offer a guarantee to the 
British Empire. The totalitarian attack is finally a 
belated counter-revolution against the live traditions 
of the French revolution, particularly against the 
rights of men of 1789. This, National Socialist speak- 
ers quite openly profess. And since these declarations 
derive directly from the American state constitutions 
of 1776 and later, and their Bills of Rights, it is an in- 
tended menace against the one surviving revolution- 
ary element in America—surviving to be sure outside 
of those groups which commemorate the revolution 
by a cult of ancestry. Here too the picture is blurred 
by a simultaneous war against political and social 
forms which are wrongly presented as express- 
ing these ideas. The National Socialists, how- 
ever, put the progressive intellectuals into concentra- 
tion camps, not those politicians who did most to 
sabotage the growth of the social republic. Last but 
not least in this context: National Socialism is a 
counter-revolution against the revolutionary tradition 
in Christianity. For the American Bill of Rights has 
a religious basis, representing as it does an effort to 
establish religious freedom in a constitutional frame- 
work, though the concepts of the French Revolution 
in which religious and rationalist ideas are blended, 
are predominantly rationalist. Through them Chris- 
tian ethics has given to society and to the society 
of nations one pattern—unreal to be sure as 
compared to economics and to power politics, 
but important as a goal: freedom, equality and 
justice, international as well as national. So the 
line of attack is definite. No scientific use of revolu- 
tionary technique should deceive us as to the char- 
acter of the crisis. It is not the revolution of Nihilism 
but the counter revolution of immorality. 

It seems otherwise only because today the trick is 
to identify violence with revolution. On that basis 
it is easy to steal the thunder of Marx and Stalin, of 
Rousseau and Napoleon at the same time. It becomes 
the thunder of bombs, shells and torpedoes, utterly 
unrelated to the lightning which illuminated the 
world during revolutionary periods. 

But why have the German people submitted to the 
present regime? Realizing the danger of generaliza- 
tions and abstractions, I still think that some basic 
causes can be found which allow certain conclusions 
for our discussion. 

First of all the German Republic went through a 
series of severe shocks which made the people ex- 
tremely sensitive to the problem of external security. 








The Polish invasion of Upper Silesia, the French 
occupation of Frankfurt and Darmstadt and the 
invasion of the Ruhr were not only violations of 
German territory; they were injuries to the German 


mind. They created a psychosis. And the Ruhr 
action also created the three nuclei of National Social- 
ism: the armed bands opposing the “passive resist- 
ance” of the German government; the inflation 
initiating the social upheaval which found expression 
in the movement of the Brown Shirts; and the exag- 
gerated nationalism driving into the National Social- 
ist fold millions who did not belong there on any 
other count. 

The sense of insecurity was heightened by what 
grew out of the world depression. An element of 
social and political stability, the upper middle classes, 
were almost wiped out of economic existence but still 
clung to their social prejudices. Millions of unem- 
ployed were helpless under a government that did 
not dare to supply more than scant relief, and with 
trade unions which deteriorated into job insurance 
agencies. Changes of cabinets which the public did 
not understand were regarded as a sign of basic 
instability. 

What National Socialism gave therefore was a 
new sense of security to all those who were not 
immediately threatened by the firing squads and the 
torturing gangs of the party. Rearmament, strategic 
highways, the remilitarization of the Rhineland, and 
the construction of the Westwall seemed to offer 
sufficient protection; the ensuing boom gave jobs, 
and the authority claimed for these actions was not 
only justified by them but added to the feeling of 
safety and stability. 

The war has broken this spell. No security if a 
general draft leads instead of to pleasant barracks to 
unknown battlefields all over Europe. No security if 
forced labor makes the job a burden added to the 
risks of life instead of an insurance against them. 
No security if the government is uncontrolled by law 
or public opinion. Even the territorial integrity 
loses its importance under increasing and widening 
air attacks. But all this public opinion in Germany 
still relates to the war, and not to the regime. More- 
over, the German propaganda has succeeded in blam- 
ing this war on Britain, and the people, on the basis 
of past experiences, are simplifying their fears into 
encirclement, blockade and the threat of starvation, 
accepting again as the hungry masses did during the 
Republic the expedient terms of class struggle—this 
time, however, a class struggle between nations to 
justify the warfare of the army and the National 
Socialists’ ruling gang. 

The first and foremost question then is how to 
break through this propaganda which has encircled 
Germany more successfully than any political pres- 


sure or military blockade. Obviously nothing is go- 
ing to impress the average German that is not at 
least as strong as the shocks administered to him by 
his own government and by his war experiences. 
Both are working on him by a combination of fear 
and hope. Only a similar combination can match 
them. 

Fear today is a major motive of the Germans. 
It works quite independently of the personal and 
physical courage of the soldiers. As always, it 
strengthens resistance and weakens initiative. What 
are the people afraid of? I have reason to assume 
that in spite of Germany’s successes and in spite of 
the advantages she has, especially compared with 
the last war, the German people as a whole are less 
confident of victory than the British are, and that will 
become increasingly so the longer the war lasts. If 
ever their doubt whether they can really win should 
be replaced by the shocking realization that they can- 
not, that would be the beginning of the defeat by fear. 

But there is another side to this picture. For 
behind their doubts there is the prospect of what 
defeat might mean, and that ultimate fear is still the 
strongest ally of National Socialism. They are afraid 
of an attempt to partition Germany, or to keep her 
in a position of economic inferiority which would 
bring back the horrors of inflation and of unemploy- 
ment. 

Yet while this fear strengthens their resistance 
and makes them accept National Socialism as the 
lesser evil, it also weakens their moral stand. UIti- 
mately man needs not only a rationalization but jus- 
tification of his deeds. National Socialism provides 
all kinds of rationalization—if this term can be ap- 
plied to an irrational movement—especially racial 
superiority, the right of the strong and efficiency for 
efficiency’s sake. But it fails to give any real justifi- 
cation in terms of a justice which people experience 
and understand. On the contrary, the injustice of 
the regime at home and in the invaded countries 
creates an uneasiness directly affecting the claim 
which the German leaders address to their enemies 
and to the world at large. 

Any attack therefore, whether military, political 
or moral, must try to increase such fear as weakens 
German morale and to decrease those anxieties which 
strengthen German resistance. Obviously that cannot 
be done by attacking Hitler, or by talking of Hitler- 
ism as if it were a strange and alien growth on a 
basically healthy people. I cannot judge the Italian 


situation, but even there I doubt whether an attack 
concentrated on and limited to Mussolini—as was the 
one recently launched by Churchill—is the most po- 
tentially effective. The Germans at any rate are less 
anti-Hitler than they are anti-National Socialism. 
If they resent anything they resent the regime, not 
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its head. They dislike the party and most of its sec- 
ond and third line leaders, but they excuse Hitler 
personally from even his most obvious responsibili- 
ties. ‘The dramatization and personification of the 
conflict into an anti-Hitler crusade may be all right 
here but it does not work on Germany. 

The attack therefore has to be an attack on the 
German people as a whole, not because they are 
German, or have been belligerent before, or have 
inherited a mysterious quality called Prussianism, 
but because they have identified themselves (save for 
a rather small minority) with National Socialism. 
They must come to understand—as they will if they 
don’t win the war soon—that a large part of the 
world is fighting National Socialism as an inaccept- 
able and unendurable part of Germanism, and that 
we are doing so because we know that it has to be 
defeated from outside before it will disappear 
internally. 

But they must come to see too that the disappear- 
ance of the regime will be the end of the defeat. 
That, in other words, their fears are justified as far 
as they are National Socialists, but entirely ground- 
less as far as they are Germans. That the war is 
fought on another plane than that of national and 
power politics only. With the prospect of reckless 
destruction of a regime—a destruction which of 
course cannot but hurt terribly the whole people— 
there must be combined the vision of a new security: 
protection against this regime but also against the 
consequences of its crimes. That seems like squar- 
ing the circle. But I think it has to be tried. 

To find a way, we have also to consider the hopes 
of the average German, hopes as strong as are his 
fears. After all it is the mood of man during a crisis 
that he vacillates between fear and hope. The propa- 
ganda in Germany makes good use of this situation 
by filling the air, the ears and ultimately the hearts of 
people with promises of power, prosperity and per- 
sonal profit which shall grow out of victory. Secure 
jobs and a high standard of living for all, positions 
of importance and influence for many, these are the 
tangible forms the advantages are going to take. They 
shall prove that war pays—if it is won. They are the 
alluring features of Hitler’s “new order.” But people 
know, though only dimly, that this order needs to be 
maintained by force and that therefore any security 
it offers is as doubtful as was the armed security 
which led to war. 

The problem therefore is whether the German 
people can be shown a freedom and security attain- 
able without suppression of others, combining a rea- 
sonable comfort for themselves with justice for all. 
Freedom alone won’t do. Nobody in Germany 
hankers after repetition of that period between the 
two wars when the gift of domestic liberty had yet 


to be paid for by external and internal weakness and 
insecurity, and the luxury of intellectual freedom 
grew out of proportion to economic pressure and 
widespread poverty. But few people in their hearts 
prefer well-being at the expense of others to well- 
being that can be shared. Almost nobody, therefore, 
outside of the party and the army is particularly fond 
of world domination if another method might offer 
security and prosperity without its risks. 

That I think is the main reason why this war can- 
not be fought without peace aims, and why peace 
aims should influence the strategy of war as well as 
of propaganda. Let me say in parenthesis that such 
propaganda would reach the German people as cer- 
tainly as the effects of war reach them in spite of all 
censorship, if only it is not restricted to spoken words 
and printed paper. 

Peace aims necessarily depend on the war and its 
origins. The first task is to restate what might be 
called the war guilt. On a much less unshakable 
ground, war guilt discussion during the last war has 
contributed considerably to strengthening the cause 
of the Allies. This time it is much less a question 
of last minute dispatches and diplomatic conferences 
tha of an obvious intent—obvious from documents 
as well as from actions. It is a pity that all of us take 
German war guilt so much for granted that we allow 
the Germans not only to spread their contrary ac- 
cusations over the world almost unopposed, but also 
to make their own people forget everything short of 
the British and French declarations of war. It is a 
greater pity that some people here are discussing 
American war guilt in their fight against aid to 
Britain. 

If the German people knew what their leaders did, 
then their own responsibility will burden them the 
more the less they can hope to win the war. Every 
statement that encourages them becomes a weapon in 
their hands. Nobody of course who feels perfectly 
neutral about the whole war can be asked to refrain 
from such statements. But those who are in the 
fight at least morally should realize the strength of 
such weapons. Any help to Britain, any declaration 
of support which can be extricated from impressive 
sources (I am thinking particularly of Latin Amer- 
ica), any apparent neutralization of forces which 
might help Germany, even if they remain immaterial 
they are important. Needless to say that every mili- 
tary success should be exploited against Germany. 
To try and make the Italians feel a pinch which 
ultimately is directed against Germany is like hitting 
the bag while aiming at the mule which carries it. 

It is more important to impress on the German 
people that they cannot get away with National Social- 
ism. That really is the issue of appeasement. They 
may sooner get away with certain changes in Eu- 








rope which this war has brought about than with the 
system that makes any future order impossible. One 
should not talk of a stalemate other than in terms of 
a terrible calamity which is bound to bring a worse 
repetition of the struggle on an even larger scale and 
after the whole effort of the present war has been 
wasted. For the status quo today is the strongest 
guarantee National Socialism can get—stronger even 
than a victory with its unforeseeable tensions and 
additional burdens. 

3ut the future of security and prosperity after 
defeat can be held out only as part of a world scheme. 
No settlement will do which tries to deal with 
Germany only and only on the basis of her present 
misdeeds and her past mistakes. In other words, what 
is needed is a redefinition of the aims and a recon- 
struction of the activities of society as a whole. This 
is the reason why the fighting countries find it diffi- 
cult to state peace aims. They have to man the dam 
against an onrushing tide and are reluctant to discuss 
now how it can be improved while it has to be 
repaired every hour. It is the reason too why Ger- 
many presents her war aims only—whatever the 
niceties of words, in practical terms of the destroying 
and devouring sea. We should not forget that the 


The World Church 


Another Word About Niemoeller 


The same sources from which we had information 
about the possibility that Pastor Niemoeller had made 
overtures to the Catholic Church now report that they 
are convinced the report is not true. These confusions 
are due to the difficulty of getting authoritative informa- 
tion out of Germany. It now seems that the various 
reports about his overtures toward Catholicism rest upon 
his request for Catholic reading matter. There seems no 
doubt that Niemoeller’s interest in Catholicism was 
prompted by his disappointment over the failure of the 
Lutheran Church to adopt an independent position in the 
world crisis. The Tablet, one of the best English Catholic 
journals, agrees in a recent report that Niemoeller has 
definitely decided not to join the Church, but also insists 
that he went further than a mere study of Catholic 
literature. 


Nazi Plans for the Church 


A document from Nazi headquarters has fallen into the 
hands of German Church authorities. The document 
reveals Nazi plans for the regulation of the Church in 
the future. The plan provides that no religious instruc- 
tion shall be given except in church buildings, that there 
shall be no religious organizations for the youth, that 
membership in a Church shall be possible only through 
a declaration of those who are twenty-one years of age or 
older and that there shall be no general church organ- 





only definite answer to counter-revolution is to revive 
the values, ideals and realizations for which the 
revolutionary effort was made—to dart through the 
breakers into the open sea. 

To create fear and at the same time to awaken 
hope, to promise harsh defeat and yet a lenient peace 
afterwards, to destroy National Socialism in Ger- 
many while preserving a free Germany for a better 
role in the world, that difficult attempt has to be 
made by a careful coordination of war and peace 
efforts. Clearly since the greatest burden of the war 
has fallen on Britain, the United States while shar- 
ing it should not forget the peace for which this war 
is fought. It can do so only by establishing itself as 
a power sufficiently strong to guarantee both the 
threat and the promise. And it can be so strong only 
if it achieves at home that security under freedom 
and that prosperity under justice which will impress 
the world. Such an accomplishment cannot be kept 
from any people on earth. If they can see it as part 
of a program in which they find their place, it will 
become the alternative for which they are longing— 
an alternative to the horrors of war, waste and vio- 
lence, and also to the empty efficiency of tyranny and 
terror. 


: News and Notes 


ization for the nation as a whole. Organizations must 
be confined to provincial limits. The intent is clearly 
to allow Christianity to perish by attrition. 

Some of these plans are already in effect in some 
provinces. Nevertheless the work of the Confessional 
Church is carried on heroically. Only a small number 
of pastors are in prison, perhaps no more than ten. About 
fifty pastors are forbidden to preach. Many churches 
are being supported by purely voluntary contributions 
so that a Free Church is growing up in Germany beside 
the State Church. The Confessional Church recently 
ordained fifty young men to the ministry. Most of the 
work in the free churches must be done, however, without 
general collaboration since the leaders are not allowed 
to travel. The total number of those who are loyal to the 
standards of the Confessional Synod is of course not 
large. Many, who were once adherents, have gone over 
to the State Church. Some Bishops who were once more 
or less identified with the Confessional Synod are re- 
garded as having made their peace with the Nazis. 

In the Confessional Church there are two general 
tendencies. The one seeks to cultivate the spiritual life 
and to interpret history solely in apocalyptic terms. The 
other believes that the Church must testify in such a way 
as to give ethical guidance to its members in terms which 
are relevant to the international crisis. The second group 
faces a heartbreaking dilemma. Most of its members 
believe that the defeat of the Nazis will mean the end of 
the German nation and that a victory of the Nazis will 
mean an end of the Christian Church in Europe. 
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Nazi Youth 


There is evidence, that while the Nazi propaganda and 
education are becoming more widespread among the 
youth of Germany, the negative and nihilistic character 
of the education is also growing apace. Frequently it 
expresses itself more in opposition to traditional and 
Christian standards than in any positive content of its 
own. The party propaganda which places a premium 
upon the birth of children, whether legitimate or illegiti- 
mate, has had serious consequences in the sexual discipline 
of youth. 


Euthanasia in Germany 


It is well known that the German Nazis believe in 
“euthanasia,” that is, in “mercy” killing of imbeciles and 
other defectives. The Catholic Church has taken a strong 
stand against the practice and some Protestant leaders of 
church institutions have refused to fill out the question- 
naire by which the Government seeks to ascertain those 
who are to be killed. No one knows how many have been 
killed. Rumors that the totals reach into the tens of 
thousands are rife, but there is no possibility of verifying 
them. 


The Church in Holland 


Many reports reaching us indicate that the message of 
the Church in Holland is heard with eagerness and sym- 
pathy by many who have been indifferent toward the 
Church. Political as well as religious motives are in- 
volved in this sympathy. The people regard the Chris- 
tian message as both an immediate source of defiance to 
Nazism and as an ultimate source of hope in an evil 
world. The systematic beating up of Jews by Dutch 
Nazis and the German police has created much resent- 
ment. This resentment and the feeling aroused by an 
order requiring one tenth of all metal workers in Holland 
to go to Germany, caused a general strike in Amsterdam. 
No one knows how many thousands of Dutch are in jail, 
but it is generally assumed that three hundred Dutchmen 
are in the German concentration camp of Buchenwalde. 

The position of the Church is expressed in a prayer of 
intercession now used in the Dutch churches which reads : 
“We pray Thee for all civil government, for all kings, 
princes and lords. But especially we pray for the Queen 
whom Thou hast set over us and for the authorities of 
occupation which Thou hast permitted over us.” Many 
recent articles in the Church press have elaborated upon 
the relation between the ultimate freedom of the Chris- 
tian, as it is taught in Reformation theology, and the 
freedom of the citizen. 


Religion in Occupied France 


The well-known Neo-Thomist professor Jacques Che- 
vallier has been replaced as Minister of Education in the 
Vichy government. He was responsible for the state 
funeral accorded Henri Bergson. His successor is M. 
Carcopino. The dismissal of Chevallier seems to be due 
to the fact that he intended to include courses in Catholic 
“natural law” doctrine in the religious instruction al- 
lowed by the Government. Such instruction was evidently 


regarded by the Government as not sufficiently neutral 
in the political sense. Since Catholic natural law doc- 
trine gives precise definitions of what is a just and what 
is an unjust government, what is constitutional and what 
is unconstitutional, it is not suprising that the Govern- 
ment should prefer not to have religio-moral education 
which has political implications. 

The dismissal of Chevallier proves that while the 
Vichy government is “clerical” in the general sense of 
the word, it is by no means ready to establish a too 
intimate relation with the Church. Nor is the Church, on 
the other hand, ready to accept all the overtures of the 
Government. 


The British Secularists 


A so-called “1941 Committee” of secular liberals, 
which has been meeting in Britain under the chairman- 
ship of J. B. Priestley and which has followed the gen- 
eral line of H. G. Wells in defining war and peace aims, 
seems to be offended by the vigor with which Christians 
in Britain are attacking the same problems. 

It therefore passed the following rather ungracious 
resolution recently: “The 1941 Committee welcomes the 
belated realization by the Christian Churches of the 
profound revolutionary quality of the teachings of Jesus 
of Nazareth, but in view of the fact that it has taken 
the various Christian ecclesiastical organizations nine- 
teen centuries to make that discovery, the 1941 Commit- 
tee protests strongly against the proposal to hand back 
education to their sluggish or insincere control. The 
1941 Committee calls for a vigorous revision and ex- 
pansion of education throughout the world, unencum- 
bered by Christian, Shinto, Jewish, or other priestly 
assumptions.” 

This resolution may not have been written by Mr. 
Wells, but it betrays his profound ignorance of history 
and his simple eighteenth-century thought. In so far 
as Mr. Priestley is associated with Mr. Wells in this en- 
terprise, it may be well for the churches to insist that 
education shall be built no more upon Priestley assump- 
tions than upon “priestly assumptions.” 


The Emperor Is Not to Be Judged 


The Japanese government is reported to be making cer- 
tain creedal demands upon the Christian Church in Japan, 
which it is forcing into an officially controlled unity. 
Among its demands are that it drop the phrases “born 
of the Virgin Mary” and “from whence He shall come 
to judge the quick and the dead” from the Apostolic 
Creed, on the grounds that these affirmations are “super- 
stitious.” The idea of a last judgment is found objec- 
tionable, particularly, because it would mean that accord- 
ing to the Christian faith the “Emperor could be judged.” 
This is a nice proof of the fact that Christianity is able 
to express an ultimate and necessary truth in what is re- 
garded as a superstition. The Japanese idea that the 
Emperor cannot be judged, because, in a sense, he is the 
ultimate judge, and the Christian idea that-no one es- 
capes the final judgment, “for we must all be made mani- 
fest before the judgment seat of Christ,” do, of course, 
stand in complete contradiction to each other. 
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City Temple Destroyed 


The devastating air raid on London on April 15th 
not only did great damage to St. Paul’s Cathedral, but 
destroyed the City Temple, best known of London’s non- 
conformist churches. The City Temple was first made 
famous by the ministry of Dr. Joseph Parker. An 
American, Dr. Joseph Fort Newton, was its minister 
during the World War and it was under his ministry 
that Maude Royden became associate minister and be- 
gan her distinguished career. Leslie Weatherhead is 
now the minister of the church. 


On World Federation 


On March 13th the General Assembly of the State of 
North Carolina passed a remarkable declaration on the 
Federation of the World. The declaration asserts: 

“That there exists an international community, en- 
compassing the entire world which has no government 
and which is destined, as a consequence of the present 
war, either to be ruthlessly dominated by totalitarianism 
or to be federated by democracy upon the principle of 
freedom for all nations and individuals. 

“That all human beings are citizens of this world 
community which requires laws and not treaties for its 
government. 

“That the present conflict is one whose issue involves 
the survival of free institutions throughout the world 
and that it is morally incumbent upon all free peoples, 
before the war proceeds further, to write a definitive 
Treaty of Peace in terms of the Constitution of the 
Federation of the World, in order that those who are 
called to give their lives and fortunes for the triumph of 
democracy may have positive knowledge of the incor- 
ruptibility of their sacrifice.” 

The interest of a State Legislature in this ultimate 
problem which confronts the world and its ability to 
agree upon these general principles must surely be re- 
garded as a welcome sign of a growing thterest of the 
American people in the positive issues inyo in the 
world conflict. ; 
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Fight for Freedom Committee 


A “Fight for Freedom Committee” has been organ- 
ized under the chairmanship of Bishop Henry Hobson 
of Ohio, which has for its object the immediate entry 
of America into the war. Its statement declares: “Once 
we accept the fact that we are at war, even though it 
may be undeclared, we shall at last find peace within 
ourselves which can never come as long as we seek 
safety at the cost of others’ sacrifice. ... We must throw 
our full weight now into the fight for freedom, knowing 
that if this means war it also means the surest and swift- 
est road to peace.” The honorary chairman of the com- 
mittee is Senator Carter Glass. Besides Bishop Hobson 
three other members of the board of sponsors of Chris- 
tianity and Crisis are members of this committee, Mr. 
William F. Cochran of Baltimore, William A. Nielson, 
former president of Smith College, and Dean Lynn 
Harold Hough of Drew Seminary. Many other prom- 
inent churchmen have joined. 


Minister Fears Spiritual Capitulation 


Preaching in the Episcopal Church of the Ascension 
in New York City on April 20th, the rector, the Reverend 
Donald Aldrich, declared: “I believe one could give con- 
vincing reasons why this nation cannot be invaded by 
force of arms. One could give more convincing reasons 
why we can succumb to the devastating idea that this 
colossal wrong cannot affect us. While we watch this 
evil grow and grow strong in might, we can grow weaker 
in faith in the right, weaker than the fanatical faith 
which.opposes-us. ... Let-we-thereiore meet the menace 
of this evil system with ships and materials and men. It 
is worth one’s life to resist this menace to all that is right. 
In that resistance the right shall yet endure.” 


Ministers of Norway Are Loyal 


According to reliable reports from Norway only eight- 
een of the nine hundred clergymen of Norway, or two 
percent of the total, are in sympathy with the Quisling 
regime. The remainder maintain an unbroken front 
against the occupation. 


Sherwood Eddy Conducts Seminar 


Sherwood Eddy, whose European Seminars have be- 
come famous, will conduct an American Seminar in 
Washington, D. C., from June 16th to the 20th. Mrs. 
Roosevelt, many members of the Cabinet, as well as other 
government officials will speak to the group which Mr. 
Eddy is assembling. The basic international, social, 
political, and economic issues confronting the nation will 
be discussed. Application should be made to Mr. Eddy, 
52 Vanderbilt Avenue, New York City. 


Dr. Hans Simons, author of the article in this issue, 
a heaaragg! of the Faculty of the New School of Social 
Restarch. He was Governor of a province in pre-Hitler 
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